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raised the clamor went off content because they thought
that they had obtained something, and they now resist
the repeal of the law because they would feel that they
had lost something.
The oleomargarine law is another case. The scien-
tific evidence submitted to the committee of Congress
was clear and uniform, that oleomargarine is a substi-
tute for butter, just as maple sugar is a substitute for
cane sugar; that it is not adulterated and not unwhole-
some. If it had been regarded as unwholesome, in spite
of this evidence, or if it had been the purpose to make
it recognizable, measures having these purposes in view,
however ridiculous (like Senator Blair's proposition to
color it red or blue), or however mischievous, would at
least have been rational. The law to tax it two cents a
pound was not rational, even with the object of prac-
ticing protectionism in favor of the dairymen. If the
assertions made about the profits of the manufacture,
and about the supply and demand of butter in the mar-
ket, are even approximately true, then the tax comes
out of the manufacturers, and is simply a toll levied
by the state on the manufacture of a new commod-
ity. It cannot avail to limit the production; the state
simply mulcts the producers of a part of their profits.
The enactment was a case of sacrificing to a clamorous
faction the rights and interests of others who were
absent*
The doctors of the Koran, at Mecca and Medina,
were told that coffee, when the plant was yet new to
them, was deleterious. They straightway forbade the
faithful to drink it, and obedience or disobedience to
this law embittered the strife of sects. History is full
of similar prejudice against what is new and similar
state interposition against improvement. If anybody